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Fig. 1: The temperature and water vapor profiles measured at COVE on
the four clear days during CLAMS. The 8 digit numbers represent the
sounding time in order of month, day, UTC time and minute.
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Fig. 2: The total precipitable water and wind speed measured at COVE
on the four clear days during CLAMS.
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Aerosol Optical Depth (500 nm)

Fig. 3: Cimel measured AOD (500 nm) and SSA (673 nm) of aerosol at

COVE on the four clear days during CLAMS.
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